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ABSTRACT
　Under mandatory arrest and prosecution policies, however, there is a danger 
that the criminal justice system will focus on increasing the number of arrests 
and prosecutions of domestic violence perpetrators and not on the goals of safety, 
gender equality, and autonomy. Victims of domestic violence often do not want 
to testify in court, and if they do, they often recant and/or testify on behalf of 
their attackers. To effectively create system interventions that are responsive 
and accessible to all victims, system actors must confront the central issues that 
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　Crawford において Scalia 判事は「証明力を有する（testimonial）」を定義す
ることを控えたが，
（63）
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